
principally exercised." This is undoubtedly a very safe
position to take. At the same time it is rather amusing
to turn to another journal, the Deutsche Medicinische
Wochenschrift, and find that Dr. Siegfried, of Berlin-
Bad Nauheim, reports a number of cases where the
bicycle was used as the method of cure ; in one pa-
tient we find the statement " arterio-sclerosis, marked
arhythmia cordis " ; and in another, "cardiac in-
sufficieuce." Of course, Dr. Siegfried makes his pa-
tients understand that it is " curgymnastik, aber keinen
sport." We ourselves know of a physician who is
blessed with a double aortic murmur, and yet does the
travelling necessary to a large practice on his wheel
aud has done so for several years past.
The Record sums up the matter well in the follow-

ing paragraph :

The fact that there are dangers connected with cycling
cannot he denied ; these, however, are not hidden ones,
but are more or less palpable to every observer. It may
be said that there is danger in teaching the practice to the
quite young. Properly, cycling should not be carried on to
any extent while the body is undergoing development. Any
valvular disease should be an absolute bar to cycling, as
the heart is the organ principally exercised. Acute inflam-
mation of the genital organs should forbid the use of the
machine to women, although the exercise is often beneficial
in chronic cases of uterine disease. The question finally
resolves itself into one of moderation or excess, and the
personal equation in this respect is variable. A healthy
man may be able to do one hundred or one hundred and
fifty miles without exerting himself ; while another, to all
appearances equally healthy, should not do more than
forty or fifty. Cyclists are too apt to be carried away by
the spirit of emulation, and when they do so with riders of
a superior capacity they must expect to suffer. Each
cyclist should be a judge of his or her own capacity.
In any case it is certain that, for good or ill, the

bicycle has come to stay.

AN EFFORT TO CORRECT MEDICAL CHARITY
ABUSES.

The Journal of the American Medical Association
prints the following:
" The medical profession in New York City has de-

termined to make a united effort to correct the medi-
cal charity abuses, and for that purpose a joint com-
mittee composed of two representatives of each of the
following societies have met and organized, namely,the New York County Medical Association, the New
York County Medical Society, the New York Medical
League aud the Society for the Advancement of
Medical Practice. The committee will sit through the
summer, prepare plans and data, appeal to all the
medical societies of the State for sympathy and aid, and
have ready for presentation to the Legislature when it
convenes next winter a bill meeting with the approval
of the entire medical profession. We are pleased to
see such harmony exist, and believe that by the united
efforts of the various medical bodies throughout the
State, the crying abuses can and must be corrected.
The bill offered last year obtained the unanimous sup-
port of Senate aud Assembly and only failed of be-
coming a law by the neglect of the Executive giving itsauctiou. Our best wishes are for the success of our
brothers in New York, and we are sure that the whole
profession in the republic gives them its moral sup-
port."

Correspondence.
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
ON RELATION OF FRANK JEROME vs. THE
REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF COLO-
RADO.

Denver, Col., July 17, 1897.
Mr. Editor :

—

This case, decided by the Supreme
Court of the State of Colorado in an opinion written by
Mr. Justice Campbell, and filed June 1, 1897, involves
points of such interest to the medical profession, that I take
the liberty of rehearsing some of the principal points and so

calling it to the attention of the profession in a way that I
have not seen done as yet.
The main issue was as to whether the Regents of the

University of Colorado had a right to conduct the last two
years of the medical course at Denver. To set forth the
condition and the facts somewhat briefly, the University of
Colorado was created by an Act of the Territorial Legis-
lature, approved November 7, 1861. Article 2, Section 1,
of said Act declares that " an institution of learning is
hereby created, authorized, established and instituted at
the City of Boulder, in the territory of Colorado." Section
12 of this same Act further declares that " said University
shall be located at the City of Boulder." When Colorado
was admitted as a State, and the work of education was being
carried on by the trustees in the exercise of the authority
conferred by the said Act, and while these provisions of tho
law were in full force, this institution was expressly adopted
and declared to be a State institution and its location
was specifically confirmed. Later on, the Supreme Court
of the State (9th Colorado, page 626), held that the "loca-
tion of the agricultural college and certain other institu-
tions having been fixed by the Constitution, such locations
cannot be changed except by the Amendment of the Con-
stitution." A further section of the Act (Section 12,
Article 9, of the Constitution) creates the office of the
Regents of the University (Section 4,593) and provides that
" the Board of Regents shall have the general supervisionof the University, and the exclusive control and direction
of all funds and appropriations for the University." Sec-
tion 4,395 provides that "the University shall include a
clinical, philosophical, normal, scientific, law and such other
departments, with such course of instruction and elective
studies, as the Board of Regents may determine, and a
department of the physical sciences, and the Board shall
have authority to confer such degrees and grant such
diplomas and other marks of distinction as are usually con-
ferred and granted by other Universities ; and the Board
of Regents is authorized and required to establish a prepa-
ratory department, which shall be under the control of said
Board of Regents, as are the other departments of the
University."
The italics are mine, and are intended to call attention

to the fact that the Regents were only requited to establish
a preparatory department, and that there was no compul-
sion making it necessary for them to establish a medical
department.
On the 5th of May, 1883, "it was agreed to establish

and organize a Medical Department to the State Univer-
sity," and in pursuance of this resolution, the Medical
Department opened for work in the fall of 1893, all of the
instruction being given on the University grounds. All
instruction was given there until 1892, when the Regents
voted unanimously " that the Medical Faculty may conduct
their lectures in Denver for said two years," (that is, the
last two years of the three years' course), with the under-
standing " that the appropriation heretofore granted to
the Medical Department shall not on that account be in-
creased, and this resolution is with the further understand-
ing that all graduating exercises shall be held at the
University proper, and that the instruction for the first
year of the course shall be given at the University ; that
this resolution shall remain in force until satisfactory
clinical advantages can be had at the University." To
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this end a building was rented, a free dispensary opened,
and lectures given, by the Medical Department of the
University of Colorado at Denver; the graduating exer-

cises being held, degrees conferred, business ellicekept andthe entire first-year course conducted at lioulder.
At this time there were already two medical schools in

existence in Denver, depending on their tuition fees for
their support, so that the coining of the State school, backed
by the State's finances, and offering tuition free, or at a
nominal fee, meant extinction or, at the best, a serious crip-
pling. At this point the Attorney-General (Populist) of
the State was appealed to; and lie gave it as his opinion
that there was no violation of the law in the conduct of the
Regents of the State University. Then the District-
Attorney for the County of Arapahoe was appealed to,
and he refused to bring action. Then Mr. Frank Jerome,
a citizen of the State of ten years' standing, and a resident
of and a free-holder and'tax-payer in the City of Den-
ver, brought suit. The case was argued before the Judge
of the District Court, and decided in favor of the Regents
of the State University on the broad ground of expediency.
The case was then carried to the Supreme Court, and it
was advanced on the docket on the grounds that " the
determination of a constitutional question is necessary to the
decision of the controversy." It was contended by the
Regents that Mr. Jerome had no right to bring suit, to
which the Court replied that as the District Court " per-
mitted the relator to file his complaint, at least, we must
assume that such permission was given from its conduct of
the case. No objection was made by the defendant in any
form, either by motion, demurrer or answer, to the right
of the relator either to bring or prosecute the proceeding."
And it furthermore said, "unless, therefore, the pro-
ceeding may be maintained by a private party, it will-be
readily seen that there might be a miscarriage of justice,
for if the Attorney-General, with the inconsistent duties
imposed upon him by law, of representing both parties to
the controversy, should conclude to act in the double
capacity, or for any reason concude that the Regents
should not be disturbed, there would be no practical
way of correcting the wrong, however flagrant might be
the conduct of which the Regents were guilty." As re-

gards the principal question, the Court said "we do not
find much difficulty in its determination," and further said
"that the conducting of the last two years of the course in
Denver is practically a removal of the Medical Depart-
ment from Boulder scarcely admits of a reasonable doubt,"
and said still further " to run the school at Boulder, while
the real work of the University in any of its integral parts
is done elsewhere, could be an evasion of the letter and
spirit of the statutes of the Constitution." It went on still
further to say that the supervision of the Regents " must
relate to, and be confined to the University, and all its
departments, as located at Boulder and not elsewhere."
The judgment of the District Court was reversed, and the
"cause remanded, with instructions to grant the right
prayed for by the relator excluding the defendant corpora-
tion from exercising the franchise of teaching medicine at
Denver."
In accordance with this decision, the Regents are

obliged to conduct their Medical Department, if they con-
duct one at all, at the City of Boulder. It is claimed that
they are precluded from doing this properly, on the ground
that Boulder does not offer sufficient clinical material. It
will be seen that in 1850, when the Medical Department of
the University of Michigan was established at Ann Arbor,
the size of that city was 4,868, and of the State 397,654,
and yet they had 95 students in medicine; and that in
1890, shortly before the second and third years of themedical course of the University of Colorado were moved
to Denver, the population of Boulder was 3,300, and that
of Colorado 412,198 (the conditions being about the same
as existed at Ann Arbor in 1850) ; and that in 1890 the
population of Ann Arbor was only 9,431, while the Uni-
versitv had .175 students in medicine.

Very truly yours,
Samuel A. Fisk, M.D.

METEOROLOGICAL RECORD
For the week ending July 17tli, in Boston, according to

observations furnished by SergeuntJ. W. Smith, of the United
States Signal Corps:—
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RECORD OF MORTALITY
Fob the Wekk endino Saturday, July 17, 1897.
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Deaths reported 4,221 : under five years of age 2,196 ; principalinfectious diseases (small-pox, measles, diphtheria and croup,
cerebro-spinal meningitis, diarrhea] diseases, whooping-cough,erysipelas, and fever) 1,370, diarrhoal diseases 1,130, consumption339, acute lung diseases 184, diphtheria and croup 85, typhoidfever 42, whooping-cough 41, scarlet fever 2(i, measles 20, cerebro-spinal meningitis 20, erysipelas 5, small-pox 1.
From whooping-cough New York 8, Washington 7, Chicago .">,Philadelphia, Brooklyn and Cincinnati 4 each, St. Louis and

Pittsburg 8 each, Boston, Cambridge and Woburn 1 each. Fromscarlet fever New York 11, Philadelphia 4, Boston, Haverhill
audTauntou 2 each, Chicago, Brooklyn, Baltimore, Now Bedford
and Somerville 1 each. From measles New York 10, Brooklyn
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